After publication of this article [1] , concerns were raised about Figs 3, 5, 6, 7 and 9, and S1 Fig: • Fig 3A was the ProGhWRKY68::GUS activity during different developmental stages including 2-week-old transgenic seedlings (Fig 3A (c) ). Fig 3C was histochemical assays of GUS activity in response to various stresses using 2-week-old transgenic seedlings. To show the stresses treatments ( Fig 3C) were dealing with 2-week-old transgenic seedlings, the authors used the same control figure as Fig 3A ( c). The underlying data now provided are from the original experiment.
• Fig 3A was the ProGhWRKY68::GUS activity during different developmental stages including 2-week-old transgenic seedlings (Fig 3A (c) ). Fig 3C was histochemical assays of GUS activity in response to various stresses using 2-week-old transgenic seedlings. To show the stresses treatments ( Fig 3C) were dealing with 2-week-old transgenic seedlings, the authors used the same control figure as Fig 3A (c) . The underlying data now provided are from the original experiment.
• For Fig 5A and Fig 6A, the authors used the same control because the germination rate assay under NaCl and mannitol treatments were conducted at the same time. The underlying data now provided are from the original experiment.
• For Fig 7E, the authors used the same image to represent WT and OE2 in the control line in error. The underlying data now provided are from the original experiment.
• For Fig 9A, the authors used the same microscopic observations of the brown precipitate to represent OE1 and OE2 in drought treatment and the same image to represent OE2 and OE3 in salinity treatment in error. The underlying data now provided are from the original experiment.
• For S1 Fig 
